
my name is Barbara David. I live in Lyme, CT and absolutely love trees.  
 
I write to offer testimony on SB117: Tree Removal on properties under control of DEEP  
 
I support this Bill. I would like to make the following comments: 
  
1.The incident, reported by visitors to the Housatonic Meadows State Park( in November of 2021), of the 
cutting of a significant number of large, old trees, which were deemed hazardous, shows flaws in 
whatever system that DEEP presently uses, for identifying hazardous trees and removing them. DEEP 
was NOT required by law to offer any advanced notice. But there should be advanced notice, especially 
when there is to be such a large cutting. 
     1a. Notice must be given before trees are cut. CEPA must be honored, to ensure that such an action 
which so significantly effects the environment, triggers a public input process.  
     1b. Who determined whether these trees were hazardous? yes, there should be trained arborists 
determining the condition of any tree determined to be hazardous. Putting an arborist in every State Park 
may be overkill, but there should be money allocated to DEEP to cover some of this expense.  
2. Cutting so many, large, old trees which have sequestered carbon for so long, is an environmental 
disaster. Particularly when our State is trying to reduce our carbon footprint, and meet certain deadlines 
by 2030 and 2050. And the State has declared that CT should be a "net-zero loss of forest" state. One 
cannot cut down big, old trees with such abandon and reach those goals. 
3. DEEP must think holistically; building into the system a better way to evaluate tree health for the long 
term and the consequences of removing so many old trees at once. Some of these trees died because of 
root compaction by cars and by foot traffic. DEEP must plan for these eventualities: if people are going to 
be spending much more time outside. Life in the time of Climate Change may be different. DEEP needs 
to make these forests resilient: leaving the trees standing and improving forest health, is one way to do 
that. 
4. There must be a requirement to replant, when removing trees. Of course, small trees cannot do the job 
of large ones for many years, so maybe DEEP should plant 2 or 3 for every large tree that they remove. 
In any case, there should be mitigation. 
5. Alternatives to tree removal should be considered such as pruning, feeding, so that removal is a choice 
of last resort. 
 
 
As a concerned citizen, I want to support this strong bill: SB117. DEEP is entrusted with the protection of 
habitat and our natural resources. I feel that they have failed to do this. 
 
I thank the Legislators who drafted this bill for their fast action.  
 
with gratitude, Barbara David 
 

 


